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 In this appeal, father and his two minor children challenge the court’s 

December 30, 2014 order denying father’s request for custodial placement under 

Welfare & Institutions Code section 361.2.  During the pendency of this appeal, however, 

the court has taken further action concerning placement of the minor children.  

Specifically, in August 2015, the court considered additional evidence regarding father’s 

ability to care for the minors and issued an order placing the minors with father following 

a month-long transition period.  We have taken judicial notice of the court’s August 24, 

2015 custodial placement order pursuant to Evidence Code section 452, subdivision (d).  

(See order of November 13, 2015, granting respondent’s request for judicial notice.) 

 All parties have indicated to this court that the appeal is now moot.  We agree and 

therefore dismiss the appeal.  (See In re Dani R. (2001) 89 Cal.App.4th 402, 404 [“ ‘[A]n 

action that originally was based on a justiciable controversy cannot be maintained on 

appeal if all the questions have become moot by subsequent acts or events.  A reversal in 

such a case would be without practical effect, and the appeal will therefore be 

dismissed.’ ”].) 
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DISPOSITION 

 The appeal is dismissed. 
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          LAVIN, J. 

WE CONCUR: 

 

 

 ALDRICH, Acting P. J. 

 

 

 JONES, J.
*

 

 

 

                                                                                                                                                  
*

 Judge of the Los Angeles Superior Court, assigned by the Chief Justice pursuant to 

article VI, section 6 of the California Constitution. 


